H5938

[ 1330

FERC has no objection, Mr. Speaker,
to this piece of legislation, and neither
do I, and I hope that my colleagues will
support the passage of H.R. 951.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I urge my
colleagues again to support this bill, on
a bipartisan basis, and I yield back the
balance of my time.

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, my legisla-
tion would provide a much-needed ‘“com-
mencement of construction” extension to the
FERC permit for the Enloe Dam Hydroelectric
Project located in my Central Washington dis-
trict.

The Enloe Project is located at the existing
Enloe Dam in the Similkameen River Valley,
which is situated approximately four miles
upriver of the City of Oroville. The original
dam was constructed by BLM in 1920 for
power generation but operations ceased in
1958 when the Bonneville Power Administra-
tion extended a high-voltage transmission line
into the Okanogan Valley.

However, since 1958 the dam and its re-
lated power-generating facilities have sat dor-
mant and the Okanogan Public Utility District
(“District”) is now working on the proposed
project to re-energize this infrastructure for hy-
dropower development, as well as to relocate
the site to the opposite bank, which offers nu-
merous environmental and construction ad-
vantages.

The proposed 9 megawatt hydropower facil-
ity has faced several setbacks and regulatory
hurdles, which have been addressed but have
also delayed progress. However, despite
these challenges the District has made consid-
erable progress in fulfilling all of the pre-con-
struction obligations contained in its FERC li-
cense.

H.R. 2828 would ensure this critical hydro-
power project can move forward and provide
important renewable energy generation to the
region. The Enloe Project makes economic
and environmental sense, as it will convert
currently untapped energy in existing flow re-
leases into clean, carbon-neutral energy. Addi-
tionally, the Project will have a footprint that is
roughly half the size of the existing facility but
will provide approximately three times the gen-
erating capacity of the decommissioned plant.

Completion of the Project will provide Wash-
ingtonians and the Pacific Northwest region
with a clean, renewable energy resource that
generates an estimated 45,000 megawatt
hours per year of carbon-free, renewable
power. Further, the proposed project will cre-
ate jobs and needed employment opportuni-
ties in a region with an unemployment rate
that far exceeds the national average, under-
scoring the many positive benefits this project
will have for the local community, state, and
region.

This important legislation will allow for de-
velopment of this critical hydropower facility to
move forward under a realistic regulatory
timeline and in a manner consistent with prior
congressional actions on similar projects.

By passing this measure and extending the
“‘commencement of construction” deadline for
the Enloe Project, Congress can help spur hy-
dropower development in Central Washington
and ensure the Project’s many benefits are re-
alized, which will have a lasting impact on the
region’s energy supply and economic viability.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr.
UPTON) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 2828.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

ENHANCING STATE ENERGY SECU-
RITY PLANNING AND EMER-
GENCY PREPAREDNESS ACT OF
2017

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 3050) to amend the Energy Policy
and Conservation Act to provide Fed-
eral financial assistance to States to
implement, review, and revise State
energy security plans, and for other
purposes, as amended.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 3050

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Enhancing
State Energy Security Planning and Emergency
Preparedness Act of 2017,

SEC. 2. STATE ENERGY SECURITY PLANS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—Part D of title 111 of the En-
ergy Policy and Conservation Act (42 U.S.C.
6321 et seq.) is amended by adding at the end
the following:

“SEC. 367. STATE ENERGY SECURITY PLANS.

““(a) IN GENERAL.—Federal financial assist-
ance made available to a State under this part
may be used for the implementation, review, and
revision of a State energy security plan that as-
sesses the State’s existing circumstances and
proposes methods to strengthen the ability of the
State, in consultation with owners and opera-
tors of energy infrastructure in such State, to—

““(1) secure the energy infrastructure of the
State against all physical and cybersecurity
threats;

““(2) mitigate the risk of energy supply disrup-
tions to the State and enhance the response to,
and recovery from, energy disruptions; and

“(3) ensure the State has a reliable, secure,
and resilient energy infrastructure.

““(b) CONTENTS OF PLAN.—A State energy se-
curity plan described in subsection (a) shall—

“(1) address all fuels, including petroleum
products, other liquid fuels, coal, electricity,
and natural gas, as well as regulated and un-
regulated energy providers;

“(2) provide a State energy profile, including
an assessment of energy production, distribu-
tion, and end-use;

“(3) address potential hazards to each energy
sector or system, including physical threats and
cybersecurity threats and vulnerabilities;

““(4) provide a risk assessment of energy infra-
structure and cross-sector interdependencies;

““(5) provide a risk mitigation approach to en-
hance reliability and end-use resilience; and

“(6) address multi-State, Indian Tribe, and re-
gional coordination planning and response, and
to the extent practicable, encourage mutual as-
sistance in cyber and physical response plans.

““(c) COORDINATION.—In developing a State
energy security plan under this section, the en-
ergy office of the State shall, to the extent prac-
ticable, coordinate with—

‘(1) the public utility or service commission of
the State;
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““(2) energy providers from the private sector;
and

““(3) other entities responsible for maintaining
fuel or electric reliability.

““(d) FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE.—A State is not
eligible to receive Federal financial assistance
under this part, for any purpose, for a fiscal
year unless the Governor of such State submits
to the Secretary, with respect to such fiscal
year—

‘“(1) a State energy security plan described in
subsection (a) that meets the requirements of
subsection (b); or

“(2) after an annual review of the State en-
ergy security plan by the Governor—

“(A) any necessary revisions to such plan; or

‘“(B) a certification that no revisions to such
plan are necessary.

““(e) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE.—Upon request of
the Governor of a State, the Secretary may pro-
vide information and technical assistance, and
other assistance, in the development, implemen-
tation, or revision of a State energy security
plan.

“(f) SUNSET.—This section shall expire on Oc-
tober 31, 2022.”.

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.—Sec-
tion 365(f) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6325(f)) is amended—

(1) by striking $125,000,000° and inserting
$90,000,000”’; and

(2) by striking ‘2007 through 2012’ and insert-
ing 2018 through 2022°’.

(¢c) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.—

(1) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 363 of
the Emergy Policy and Conservation Act (42
U.S.C. 6323) is amended—

(A) by redesignating subsection (f) as sub-
section (e); and

(B) by striking subsection (e).

2) TECHNICAL AMENDMENT.—Section
366(3)(B)(i) of the Energy Policy and Conserva-
tion Act (42 U.S.C. 6326(3)(B)(i)) is amended by
striking “‘approved under section 367°°.

(3) REFERENCE.—The item relating to ‘‘De-
partment of Energy—Energy Conservation’ in
title II of the Department of the Interior and
Related Agencies Appropriations Act, 1985 (42
U.S.C. 6323a) is amended by striking ‘‘sections
361 through 366’ and inserting ‘‘sections 361
through 367",

(4) TABLE OF SECTIONS.—The table of sections
for part D of title III of the Energy Policy and
Conservation Act is amended by adding at the
end the following:

“Sec. 367. State energy security plans.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. UPTON) and the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. RUSH) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days to revise and extend
their remarks and insert extraneous
material in the RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, this is an important
bill. It really is. This bill, H.R. 3050, is
a bipartisan bill introduced by myself
and by my good friend and colleague
across the aisle, Mr. RUSH. It is bipar-
tisan.

This bill reauthorizes the State En-
ergy Program and it strengthens our
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energy emergency planning and pre-
paredness efforts in a big-time way.
This bill builds upon the Energy and
Commerce Committee’s impressive
record of hearings and legislation fo-
cused on energy security, emergency
preparedness, job creation, and infra-
structure protection and resilience.

Across the country, States have to
respond to a variety of hazards, includ-
ing hurricanes, earthquakes, floods,
fuel supply disruptions, physical and,
yes, cyber threats, too. This legislation
provides States with tools in the tool-
box so that they have flexibility that
they need to address local energy chal-
lenges.

It ensures that State energy security
planning efforts address fuel supply
issues, assess State energy profiles, ad-
dress potential hazards to each energy
sector. It mitigates risk to enhance re-
liability and incorporate regional plan-
ning efforts.

Let’s face it, the consumer at home,
businesses trying to put out a product,
they want to make sure that the elec-
tricity is on. They don’t care what the
excuse is. They want it on.

This bill makes significant strides to
protect our Nation’s fuel and electric
infrastructure from physical and cyber-
security threats and vulnerabilities. It
makes sure that we are thinking ahead
not just about the actual threat, but,
in fact, how our energy and electric
systems might be vulnerable in a
broader sense.

The bill also encourages mutual as-
sistance, an essential part of respond-
ing and restoring in the event of an en-
ergy emergency. Teamwork:
prioritizing and elevating energy secu-
rity planning and emergency prepared-
ness is, yes, an important step in the
face of increased threats, vulnerabili-
ties, and interdependencies of energy
infrastructure and end-use systems.

This bill is important and is going to
get to the President’s desk in a bipar-
tisan way. Again, I thank my good
friend and colleague for his help in get-
ting this bill through our committee
and here to the House floor.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. RUSH. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I want to also commend
my friend and my colleague from the
great State of Michigan, the chairman
of the Energy Subcommittee, my long-
standing friend, Mr. UPTON, for work-
ing with my office to bring H.R. 3050,
the Enhancing State Energy Security
Planning and Emergency Preparedness
Act of 2017, to the floor today.

Mr. Speaker, this Upton-Rush bill
represents bipartisan negotiation be-
tween Chairman UPTON and myself to
much-needed Federal guidance and re-
sources to the States that are on the
front lines when it comes to protecting
critical energy infrastructure and re-
sponding once disaster strikes.

Members on both side of the aisle,
Mr. Speaker, support the State Energy
Program, and this bill will help provide
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resources to further develop and en-
hance the State energy security plans.

Since their inception in the 1970s,
State Energy Programs, bolstered by
Federal aid, have assisted States in de-
veloping these energy security plans in
order to help prevent disasters from
happening and to mitigate the damage
once they do occur.

Mr. Speaker, funding provided in this
bill will help States to implement, re-
vise, and to review their energy secu-
rity plans while also laying out criteria
for the contents of these plans. These
emergency plans have been instru-
mental in improving States’ abilities
to identify potential energy disrup-
tions, quantify the effects of the dis-
ruptions, establish response plans, and
limit the risk of further disturbances,
whether they be natural or manmade.

Federal funding and leadership has
also been critical in helping States and
local stakeholders identify the roles
and responsibilities of the various
agencies in times of emergencies while
also supporting training and response
exercises.

Mr. Speaker, as the Trump adminis-
tration weakens America’s leadership
role globally by signaling its inten-
tions to withdraw from the Paris
Agreement, it is even more vital that
we provide the resources and funding
needed for States to take more of a
permanent role in advancing smart and
sustainable energy policy.

Mr. Speaker, Federal leadership and
investment must continue to play a
vital role in developing State Energy
Assurance Plans, and it is my hope and
my expectation that this legislation
will indeed bolster these State-led pro-
grams by enhancing Federal support.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may consume to the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. BARTON),
former chairman and now vice chair-
man of the influential and powerful En-
ergy and Commerce Committee, com-
ing from the good State of Texas
versus the great State of Michigan.

(Mr. BARTON asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BARTON. Mr. Speaker, it is the
great State of Texas. I want to set the
RECORD straight on that.

I commend Chairman UPTON and
Ranking Member RUSH for bringing
this bipartisan bill the floor. All we
hear is about how we don’t get along,
Mr. Speaker. Nobody is watching when
we do get along. And all of the bills
that are being debated and voted on on
the House floor today are examples of
bipartisanship at the Energy and Com-
merce Committee, and Mr. UPTON, Mr.
RUSH, Mr. PALLONE, Mr. WALDEN, and
the other ranking members and sub-
committee chairmen are to be com-
mended for that.

One of the bipartisan amendments,
which was adopted in full committee
on this bill, is a bipartisan amendment
from Mr. MCNERNEY, a Democrat from
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California, and myself, that deals with
the cybersecurity and would suggest
that, as these States provide these en-
ergy security plans to the Department
of Energy, they include an assessment
of cybersecurity.

So I can’t tell you that this is the
most important amendment that has
ever been added to a bill in our com-
mittee, but it is a very good amend-
ment, a very positive amendment. As
plans are developed, including an as-
sessment of cybersecurity threats and
solutions to those threats, it should
make the grid better, more reliable,
and help make our country safer.

Mr. Speaker, I strongly support H.R.
3050. Again, I commend Mr. UPTON and
Mr. RUsH for working together, and I
hope the House very quickly passes
this and sends it to the other body.

Mr. UPTON. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to conclude by saying that I thank
the gentleman from Texas for his re-
marks. It was an important amend-
ment. God help us if something hap-
pens in our country because of a phys-
ical or cyber attack. And if it does, we
always wonder and ask the questions:
What do we do?

This is a step in advance to make
sure that, in fact, we do have, as I said
earlier, the tools in the toolbox to try
and prevent such a travesty from hap-
pening that would impact the Nation
in a major way. So it is important that
this legislation pass this afternoon;
that the Senate take it up as quickly
as they can; that the President sign it;
and that it then gets implemented to
protect all of our citizens from East to
West, to North, to South. It is an im-
portant issue.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Jopy B. HICE of Georgia). The question
is on the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. UPTON)
that the House suspend the rules and
pass the bill, H.R. 3050, as amended.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill, as
amended, was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings
will resume on questions previously
postponed.

Votes will be taken in the following
order:

Ordering the previous question on
House Resolution 451;

Adopting House Resolution 451, if or-
dered; and

Suspending the rules and passing
H.R. 2786.

The first electronic vote will be con-
ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining
electronic votes will be conducted as 5-
minute votes.
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